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“Re: OEPA Permit No. 3IB00012*BD (B 312)

Mr. A. J. Kennedy, Plant Manager September 9, 1983
Ashtabula Plant

The Cleveland Electric ITluminating Company

P.0. Box 5000

Cleveland, Ohio 44101

Dear Mr. Kennedy:

Please find enclosed the Compliance Sampling Inspection Report covering the
CEI Ashtabula Plant survey on February 4 and 7, 1983. The report indicates
that at the time of inspection this facility was in compliance with the
Consent Judgment and associated draft NPDES permit entered on November 8, 1982,
in the case of the State of Ohio ex rel. William J. Brown vs. the CEI Company.
Additionally, we are pleased to note completion of the NPDES project at
Ashtabula. We expect these innovative facilities will continue to have a
significant and favorable impact on water quality of Lake Erie.

Please note the recommendations and requests included in the report.

Thank you for the courtesy extended during the inspection. Should you have
any questions or comments concerning the report, please feel free to contact
Marty Hilovsky at (216) 425-9171.

Yours truly,

Dennis E. Lee, P.E.

Group Leader

Division of Industrial Wastewater

MAH:mjo

Encl.

cc: Jack Van Kley, OAG, w/a

Northeast District Office
2110 E. Aurora Road, Twinsburg, Ohio 44087-1969 (216) 425-9171



INDUSTRIAL COMPLIANCE SAMPLING INSPECTION REPORT

The Cleveland Electric ITluminating Company
Ashtabula Plant
2133 Lake Road East
Ashtabula, Ohio 44004

Ohio EPA Permit No. 3IB00012*BD
U.S. EPA No. OHOO1121

Prepared By

Martin A. Hilovsky
Environmental Scientist
Division of Wastewater
Industrial Wastewater Group
Northeast District Office
September 9, 1983
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On February 1, 1983, a Compliance Sampling Inspection was conducted at the
Cleveland Electric ITluminating Company Ashtabu]a facility. The.inspeqtion
was conducted by the Northeast District Office of the Ohio Environmental
Protection Agency. The purpose of the inspection was to assess the company's
degree of compliance with a Consent Judgement and associated draft NPﬁES.
Permit (OEPA No. 3IB00012*BD) filed in Cuyahoga County Common Pleas Court on
November 8, 1982. Samples for suspended solids, total arsenic, and oil and
grease were collected from monitoring stations 3IB0N0012002, 3IBNON12004,

31B00012006 and 3IB00012007, and were split with the permittee.

The results of the inspection indiéate the facility was in compliance with the
Consent Judgment and draft NPDES permit at the time of inspection. No effluent
limitation violations for the above monitoring stations were found during the

sampling period.

It is recommended that CEI proceed with current investigations regarding
increased internal control of the regenerate process and subsequent neutral-

ization procedures.

The company is requested to keep this office informed as to the progress of

the following projects:
a. Interconnection of combined and low volume wastes basins.

b. Valving of overflows from the major basins and the coal pile

runoff basin.



FACT SHEET

Permittee

'The Cleveland Electric I1luminating Co.

2133 Lake Road East
Ashtabula, Ohio 44004

Corporate Offices

The Cleveland Electric ITluminating Co.

P.0. Box 5000
Cleveland, Ohio 44101

Inspection Data

Type of Inspection:
Date of Inspection:
Compliance Status:

Date of Previous Compliance Inspect1on:

Previous Compliance Status:

Participants

Ohio EPA:

Facility Representative

A. J. Kennedy, Plant Manager
Tel: (216) 622-9800

Responsible Official

Carlton Rush
Senior Environmental Engineer

Tel: (216) 622-9800

Industrial Compliance Sampling
February 4 and 7, 1983

In Compliance

May 20, 1982

Unsatisfactory, due to schedule
violations

Martin Hilovsky, Environmental Scientist
Sandy Kausek Aho, Environmental Scientist

U.S. EPA:
David Barna, Env{ronmehta] Engineer
Permittee:

A. J. Kennedy, Plant Manager

Robert Wykoff, Chemical Engineer (Corporate)
Paul Kowalski, Chemical Engineer (Plant) -

Robert Parker, Environmental Engineer (Corporate)
Fred Lewis, Plant Technical Engineer (Plant)

NPDES Permit Data

31B00012*BD (B 312)
0HO001121
January 1,

Ohio EPA Permit No.:
U.S. EPA No.:

Effective Date: 1983 (draft permit contained in Consent
Judgment of 11-8-82)

Expiration Date: Issuance of final permit



© Qutfall Data

Monitoring Statfdn‘No.:
Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:

Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:
Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:

Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:
Water Supply: :
Wastewater Type:

Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

31B00012001

Lake Erie

Non-Contact Cooling
223.0 MGD

Lake Erie

Flow

Temperature

Total Residual Chlorine
31B00012002

Lake Erie

Process and Storm Water

.253 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)

Lake Erie

Flow

Total Suspended Solids
0i1 and Grease

Total Arsenic

pH

31B00012003

.Lake Erie

Non-Contact Cooling
79.0 MGD

Lake Erie

Flow

Temperature
Total Residual Chlorine



Monitoring Station No.:
ﬁater SuppIy:
Wastewater Type:

Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:
Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:

Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:
Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:

Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

31B00012004

Lake Erie

Process

.173 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)
Lake Erie

Flow

Total Suspended Solids

0i1 and Grease

Total Arsenic

pH

3IB00012006

Lake Erie

Process

1.89 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)
Lake Erie

Flow

Total Suspended Solids

0i1 and Grease

Total Arsenic

pH

31B00012007

Lake Erie

Process _

1.035 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)
Lake Erie

Flow

Total Suspended Solids

0i1 and Grease

Total Arsenic
pH



Monitoring Station No.:

Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:
Flow:

Réceiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:

Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:
Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:

Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:
Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

31B00012604

Rainfall

Storm Water

.360 MGD (max.)

Lake Erie via Outfall 002

Flow
Total Suspended Solids
Total Iron

pH

31B00012605

Lake Erie

Boiler Blowdown

8,194 GPD (Avg. for June, 1983)
Lake Erie

Flow

Total Suspended Solids

Total Copper

Total Iron

pH

3IBN0012613

Lake Erie

Process

.306 million gallons per year

Lake Erie via Outfall 002

Flow

Total Suspended Solids
0i1 and Grease

Total Copper

Total Iron

Dissolved Iron

pH



Monitoring Station No.:

Water SuppIy:
Wastewater Type:
Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:

Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:
Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:

Water Supply:
Wastewater Type:
Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

3IB00012614

Lake Erie

Process

.160 million gallons per year
Lake Erie via Outfall 004
Flow

Total Suspended Solids

0i1 and Grease

Total Copper

Total Iron

Dissolved Iron

pH

3IB00012650

Lake Erie .

Process

.341 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)
Combined Treatment Basin (002)

Flow

3IB00012651
Lake Erie
Process

.322 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)

Lake Erie via combined treatment basin (002)

Flow



Monitoring Station No.:

Water Supp1y:
Wastewater Type:
Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

Monitoring Station No.:

Water Supply:
Wastewater Typé:
Flow:

Receiving Waters:

Parameters Monitored:

3IBN0012660

Lake Erie

Process

.388 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)
Combined Treatment Basin (004)

Flow

31B00012661

Lake Erie

Process

.327 MGD (Avg. for June, 1983)

Lake Erie via combined treatment basin (004)

Flow



PERMITTEE PROFILE

' The Cleveland Electric I1luminating Company's (CEI) Ashtabula facility (here-
inafter called "Ashtabula") contains three plants: "A" Plant, "B" Plant and

"C" Plant. The "A" and "B" Plants are housed together 1/4 mile west of the

uc" plant. The "A" Plant is a coal fired unit with a net demonstrated rating

of 244 Mwe. "B" Plant consists of six oil fired boilers and four turBine now"zgég
p

A AN T
g s

generators with a total net demonstrated rating of 215 Mwe. "B" Plant is “

normally used only under peak load conditions.

The Ashtabula "C" Plant was originally owned by Union Carbide. CEI acquired
the plant in 1971. In addition to electricity, the Ashtabula "C" Plant also

supplies steam evaporative water and untreated water to Union Carbide. The

Ashtabula "C" Plant contains four coal fired units with a net demonstrated

rating of 215 Mwe.

Wastewater discharges from the Ashtabula facility are regulated by NPDES

Permit OEPA No. 3IB00012*BD, contained in a Consent Judgment filed in Cuyahoga

County Common Pleas Court on November 8, 1982. This Consent Judgment is the
result of a suit filed in February, 1981, by the Ohio Attorney General's

Office because of schedule noncompliance with OEPA Findings and Orders of 1977.

Site plans for the Ashtabula facility are included on the following pages.
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WASTEWATER POLLUTION CONTROL FACILITIES

Ashtabula "A" and "B" Plants

Ashtabula “A" and "B" Plants secure their potable water from the municipal water
supply at an approximate rate of .05 MGD (Department of the Army Corps of
Engineers Application for a Permit to Discharge or Work in Navigable Waters

and their tributaries: July 6, 1971).
Non-potable water is pumped from Lake Erie. See Table I for non-potable water

usage at Ashtabula "A" and "B" Plants.

TABLE I |
NON-POTABLE WATER USAGE AT "A" AND "B" PLANTS

Plant Usage l Voluﬁe'(MGD)*
Cooling Water 223.00
Boiler Feed Water . .08
Process Water 9,79
Total 232.87

* Form 2C NPDES Application February, 1983.
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Non-contact cooling water constitutes the majority of the non-potable water

usage. The facility employes once-through cooling.-VWager running through the

/, ,./ 7 [ - / 2
nos pee mone dv Vit 1983

condensers of the "A" and "B" P1ants,iﬁ"§h1orinated at the intake to minimize
[“r? .

algae growth during the summer months. The condensers are chlorinated individ-
ually for a maximum of two hours per condenser per day. The unchlorinated
circulating water from the other condensers mixes with the chlorinated water,
diluting the chlorine concentration prior to discharge. Boiler b1owdo§n.1s

discharged directly to the lake with the condenser cooling water.

A11 process water generated at Ashtabula "A" and "B" is ultimately discharged
to either the combined treatment basin (ash pond) or the low volume (o0ily waste)
basin. The following is a listing and description of the major sources of

wastewater entering each basin.

Combined Treatment Basin

1. Ash Transport Water - Bottom ash from the "A" Plant is slurried and
pumped from ash sumps to two (2) dewatering hydrobins. Partially
dewatered bottom ash is transported off site for disposal in a
landfill. Overflow and decant water from these two hydrobins is

pumped tofthe ash pond for particle settling.

Under the present system, bottom ash transport water is being re-
cycled from the ash pond. Approxfmate]y 92% of the water flowing
from the bottom ash hydrobins (total ash transport water) is

recycled back to the plant for sluice and quench water purposes.



1

2. Ash storage and handling ruhoff - Dry fly ash handling techniques
are used at the "A" Plant. However, fly ash §p111ed during the
loading of trucks is washed to a sump near the coal dumper house and
is pumped to the combined treatment basin. Estimated flow to the

combined treatment basin from this source is .291 MGD.

3. Chemical Cleaning Wastes - These wastes result primarily from.boiIer
and air heater cleaning. The air heaters are normally washed once
per year. The waste stream is characterized by high tota1~su5pended
solids and total iron, and low pH. Each wash amounts to approximately

.306 million gallons per year.

The "A" Plant boiler is normally cleaned once every four years. The

boiler water and r1nsiuﬁgre usua]ly high in total suspended so]1ds,
fm

iron and copper The ac1d wastes generated from cleaning the boilers

are d1sposed of off s1te The flow from this source is estimated

at 2,800 gallons per year.

Prior to discharge to the combined treatment basin, all chemical
cleaning wastes are collected in a lined chemical waste lagoon. From
this lagoon the wastes are pumped to the chemical treatment building
where they are batch treated using 1ime pH adjustment, ox1dat1on,

2

and fﬁ%trat1on Filtrate is discharged to the combined treatment

basin and the sludges from the filter press are hauled off site for

disposal.

4. Coal Pile Runoff - Runoff from Ashtabula's coal pile is collected
and routed to a retention basin. Flow from the basin is pumped'to'

the coal pile runoff treatment system which consists of chemical



sludse  demaTer M2
precipitation, coagulation, and filtration. Effluent from this system
is discharged to the combined treatment basin at an estimated flow

of 29,000 GPD. Filter press sludge is hauled off site.

Low Volume Waste Basin

1. Regenerate Wastes - Regenerate wastes result from the regeneration of

the ion exchange resins used in boiler water pretreatment. Regenerate

wastes are normally caustic or acidic and amount to approximately

7,500 GPD.

2. Floor and Equipment Drains - Most of the flow from these sources is

non-contact equipment cooling water. In total, floor and equipment

drains account for most of the flow to the lTow volume waste basin.

The new chemical treatment building houses the high rate filters and filter
feed pumps for both the combined and low volume waste basins. Bottom ash
transport water recycle pumps are also contained in this building. Reaction

tanks and a filter press for pretreatment of the chemical cleaning wastes are

housed here.

Sanitary wastes have been discharged to the Ashtabula municipal sewer system

since July 18, 1979.

Ashtabula "Cf

Ashtabula "C" Plant secures its potable water from the municipal water supply.

Non-potable water is pumped from Lake Erie. See Table II for non-potable

water usage at the Ashtabula "C" Plant.
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TABLE II
ASHTABULA "C" PLANT NON-POTABLE WATER USAGE

Plant Usage - Volume (MGD)*

Cooling Water : 138.00

Process Water 5.40
Total 143.40

*Form 2C NPDES Application - February, 1983.

As with "A" and "B" Plants, non-contact cooling water constitutes the majority
of the water usage. The facility employs once-through cooling. Condensers are

not chlorinated at the "C" Plant since the water is taken from the lake bottom

where algae is not a problem.

The coal pile at "A" and "B" Plants serves the "C" Plant as well. Therefore,

there is no coal pile runoff at the "C" Plant.

The wastewater treatment facilities at "C" Plant are essentially the same as
those serving the "A" and "B" Plants. The sources of wastewater to this system

are also similar to those listed for the "A" and "B" Plants, with the exception

of coal pile runoff.

Schematics of these treatment facilities are included on the following pages.
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INSPECTION PROGRAM

The purpose of this survey was to assess the company's degree of compliance
with the terms and conditions of November 8, 1982, Consent Judgment and its
associated dfaft NPDES permit. The evaluation included a review of major

components of the wastewater treatment system as well as sampling of process

wastewater outfalls discharging at time of inspection.

Wastewater samples collected by CEI's automatic samplers at Outfalls 004, 006,
and 007 were split with the permittee for solids analysis.Grab samples for
0oil and grease and total arsenic were also collected from these monitoring
stations. Due to a sampler malfunction, a grab sample was collected at Outfall
002 for solids analysis. All sampfes were properly preserved and refrigerated

prior to analysis.
FINDINGS

Analytical results from the February 7, 1983, sampling are included in Tables I
through IV. These results indicate that the facility was in compliance with
the permit effluent Timitations at the time of inspection. A comparison of the

analytical results ‘from the two laboratories revealed no significant discrepancies.

Due to limited OEPA laboratory capability at the time of the survey, results

are unavailable for total arsenic.



TABLE I

ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR

Cleveland Electric I1luminating - Ashtabula
February 7, 1983
3IB00012-002

l OEPA RESULTS - PERMIT LIMITS COMPANY RESULTS
PARAMETER (UNITS) NOTE CONC. LOADING f| CONC. LOADING || CONC. LOADING
(kg/da) (kg/da) ___1(kg/da)
Flow (MGD) 1 -- - Monitor Only J51 | --
pH (S.U.) 3 738 - 6.0 - 9.0 - -
TSS (mg/1) 2,3 9.0 5.15 100 Daily Max. 7.0 4.00
“ 30 Mo. Avg.
0i1 & Grease (mg/1) 3,4|| <5 -- 20 Daily Max. 1.5 0.18
15 Mo. Avg.
Arsenic (ug/1) -- -- Monitor Only 5.1 --

NOTES TO TABLE I

1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6-83 to 12:01 A.M., 2-7-83.

S ow N

Preserved by cooling to 4°C.

Preserved with sulfuric acid.

Grab sample collected at 11:40 A.M., 2-7-83.




.3 TABLE II
ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR
Cleveland Electric I1Tuminating - Ashtabula

February 7, 1983
3IB00012-004

A OFPARESULTS 7 PERMIT LINITS —j COMPANY RESULTS
PARAMETER (UNITS NOTE CONC. LOADING || CONC. LOADING. CONC.-'[GIDINE
(@g/da) e £ .48 (ka/da) | - =~ ':f(kg/daz
Flow (MGD) 1 - -- Monitor Only : 74 --
pH (S.U.) 3 7.51 - 6.0 - 9.0 A - e
TSS (mg/1) 2,3 <5 - 100 Daily Max. 6.0 3.96
30 Mo. Ava.
0i1 & Grease (mg/1) 3,4| <5 - 20 Daily Max. =1 -
15 Mo. Avg.
Arsenic (ug/1) -- - Monitor Only 2.9 -

NOTES TO TABLE II

1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6;83 to 12:01 AM., 2-7-83.

.

2. Sample collected by automatic flow proportioned sampler during the time frame
noted in No. 1 above. Sample was refrigerated during compositing and split

with company.
3. Preserved by cooling to 4°C.

4. Preserved with sulfuric acid.



TABLE III
ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR
Cleveland Electric I1luminating - Ashtabula

February 7, 1983
31B00012-006

- OEPA RESULTS T PERMIT LINTTS T COMPARY RESULTS |
PARAMETER (UNITS) NOTE CONC. | LOADING || CONC. LOADING || CONC. |LOADING
(kg/da) || _ (kasda) fl ~ 1(kg/da)

Flow (MGD) 1 - -- Monitor Only Jh 1.537| -- :
pH (S.U.) 3 ' 7.49 -- 6.0 - 9.0 - -
TSS (mg/1) 2,3 16.0 93.2 100 Daily Max. !L 21.0 122.3

30 Mo. Avg.
0i1 & Grease (mg/1) 3,4 || <5 - 20 Daily Max. 2.5 14.6

15 Mo. Avg.
Arsenic (ug/1) - - Monitor Only <1.0 -

NOTES TO TABLE III
1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6-83 to 12:01 A.M., 2-7-83.

2. Sample collected by automatic flow proportioned sampler during the time frame
noted in No. 1 above. Sample was refrigerated during compositing and split

with company.
3. Preserved by cooling to 4°C.

4. Preserved with sulfuric acid.



_ TABLE 1V
ANALYTICAL RESULTS OF THE COMPLIANCE SAMPLING SURVEY FOR
Cleveland Electric I1luminating - Ashtabula

February 7, 1983
31B00012-007

. OEPA RESULTS | PERMIT LIMITS || COMPANY RESULTS
PARAMETER (UNITS) NOTE 'CONC. | LOADING JjCONC. - LOADING || CONC. |JLOADING
(kg/da)' ' (kgjda) - (ka/da)
Flow (MGD) 1 - - Monitor Only 1.055| --
pH (S.U.) 3 7.99 | -, 6.0 - 9.0 - | -
TSS (mg/1) 2,3 10 40.0 100 Daily Max. 14 56.0
30 Mo. Avg.
0i1 & Grease (mg/1) 3,4|| <5 - 20 Daily Max. 1 =1.0 -
15 Mo. Avg.
Arsenic (ug/1) - - Monitor Only - 1<1.0 -

NOTES TO TABLE IV
1. Flow was measured by company from 12:00 A.M., 2-6-83 to 12:01 A.M., 2-7-83.
2. Sample collected by automatic flow proportioned sampler during the time frame
noted in No. 1 aboye. Sample was refrigerated during compositing and split
with company.
3. Preserved by cooling to 4°C.

4. Preserved with sulfuric acid.
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At the time of inspection, all major treatment systems were complete and
operational as required by the Consent Judgment. "Although Ashtabula reports no
major operational problems, several design modifications are in progress. As
discussed below, these modifications will allow greater process control of .

several individual systems.

In 1982, several CEI plants, including Ashtabula, experienced excursions from
the metal cleaning waste treatment systems. As a result, Ashtabula is consider-
ing installation of a line which will enable plant personnel to recycle filter
press effluent back to the system during times when effluent quatlity does not
meet permit limitations. Such a recycle line has been installed or is in the

process of being installed at other plants.

Similarly, pH excursions at the Tow volume waste basins (outfalls 006 and 007)
during January, 1983, prompted CEI to place additional emphasis on increased
internal monitoring and internal process control in the regenerate waste system.

A long range objective is to have the entire regenerate process under automatic

pH control.

An area of particular concern identified during this inspection and the earlier
.survey of May 20, 1982, is the possibility of unauthorized discharges via
emergency overflow structures on the major basins. The report covering the
May, 1982, inspection included a recommendation that overflows from the major
basins be eliminated, or at least valved, to prevent their unintentional or
automatic use in the event of an equipment malfunction. In response to this
recommendation, CEI is proceeding with the engineering and installation of

these valves and estimates completion in September, 1983.
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A similar recommendation regarding the overflow from the coal pile runoff basin
was made during the February, 1983, review. Follow-up correspondence from CEI

indicates that a valve will be installed on this overflow during September, 1983.

To further reduce the possibility of unauthorized discharges, CEI is proceeding
with plans to construct interconnections between the combined and low volume
waste basins. These interconnections will distribute reserve filter and bésin
capacity in the event of equipment malfunction, and is scheduled to be completed

by November, 1983.

Two other projects worthy of mention have been implemented at Ashtabula. These
include:
1) CEI's central laboratory has initiated a new quality assurance

program to evaluate laboratory procedures at the plant laboratories.

2) CEI has completed work on a computerized data storage and retrieval

system for monthly operating reports.

CONCLUSIONS

The February 4 and ‘7, 1983, Compliance Sampling Inspection at CEI Ashtabula
found the permittee to be in compliance with the November 8, 1982, Consent
Judgment and associated draft NPDES Permit, OEPA No. 3IB00012*BD. As required
by the Consent Judgment, all major treatment systems are complete and operational.
A review of the company's monthly operating reports for the first five months of

1983 indicates the company is in significant compliance at all outfalls.
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RECOMMENDATIONS/REQUESTS

The following recommendation and requests are submitted for CEI's evaluation

and response:

1. The company should proceed with its current investigations regarding
increased internal control of the regenerate process and subsequent

neutralization procedures.

2. The company is requested to keep this office informed as to the

progress of the following projects.
a. Interconnection of combined and Tow volume wastes basins.

b. Valving of overflows from the major basins and the coal pile

runoff basin.
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QUARTERLY INCOMPLIANCE REPORT

The Ohio EPA has agreed to submit to the U.S. EPA quarterly reports indicating
the status compliance with NPDES permit conditions that are effective for
facilities on the "Major Dischargers" list. The report also 1ists ongoing

or proposed enforcement actions along with circumstances behind noncompliance.
Thus the "Quarterly Incompliance Report" shows progress toward wastewater
pollution control as well as significant deviations from required activities

and effluent limitations imposed on major NPDES permit holders.

By submitting the report, the U.S. EPA is assured that we have reviewed the
compliance status of all Major Diséhargers on a periodic basis. The report
is also available to the Congress of the United States and to the public at
large. Often, copies are requested by special interest groups, sales re-'
presentatives and private citizens who desire to learn the status of major

facilities in their area.

Quarterly incompliance reports for CEI Ashtabula Plant for the period of

April, 1982, thru March, 1983, are attached as follows.
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CUARTERLY INPUSTERIML CCMPLIANCE FREPORT

KEFORTING FRRICD: January, Febraury and ¥arch. 19£3
EVENTS STATUS

DISTRICIs _Northesst_
PAGE 4 OCF 35 '

KAJCR LIST

——— -

CCYFLIANCE STRILS

ACTION TAKEN OR PRCPOSED

COMKENTS

NAME Cleveland klectric. Effluent
Janpyary
Illuminating_=_2ghtahuls Qutfall 006
Lk

NPDES_XNC. CHCOC1121_____ 1 significant violation

1 incignificant violaticn
FACN_31E00012 Reported: Up 7o 9.6 S.U. (max)

Permit: €eC SelU. (max)
FFFECTIVE FEC__ _3/14/77.

A Outfall 007 <

koD. EFF. ______ 2 L K

2 significant violations
¥ODs EFEs __ oo VA S Reported: £.3 S.U. (min)

€.8 S.U. (Iﬂﬂx)
¥CD's EEF. _____ L.l Fermits €.C f.0. (min)
S.0 S.U. (max)
YO+ FEFe ____ o lod
Fetrvary, Xarch
YOD. EFF. _______/__/___ In Compliance
EXPIRESs FEC 3/13/82
TYPE: INITIAL __X__ Events
KENEWRL _____ Janvary,_ Febpuary,_ lYarch

In Compliance

2/5/81 = Suit filed in Cuyahcga
Ccunty Common Pleas Court by
the Atterney General {for sche-
dule viclations.

11/8/82 - Consent Judgerent
filed in Cuyahoga County Comxon
Pleas Ccurt. Significant prc-
visions of the agreement are as
fcllowss

1) Wastevater treatment faci-
lities to te complete and
orerational cn 1/1/83.
Starting 1/1/83, entity is
required tc comply vith
discharge limitations set
fcrth in draft NPDES Per-
mit contained in Consent
Judgenment.

2)

2/4/83 - Joint corplizance
evaluation inspection conducted
by district and USEPA.

2/7/83 - Compliance sampling
inspection conducted by dis-
trict. '

3/10/83 - Enforcement letter
sent to entity from district
Ke: Janvary violations.

UeSe EPA and Company in 6th Cir-
cuit Court on permit issuance.

1/12,19/83 - lLetters of noncom-
pliance received from entity Re:
January vioclations. Ccampany re-
ports pH excursions caused by con-
trol problems in regenerate vaste
system. Tctal pH noncompliance at
Outfall 006 and 007 respectivelv,
vas about C.7% for the month.

2/2¢/83 - Fursuant to the 11/8/82
Consent Judgement, stipulated

"penalty of $3,000 for January's

significant pH violations receivec
by Chio Attorney General's office.

2/22/83 - Reviev of February MOR':
indicate one pH overage vhich
lasted less than 60 minutes in
acccrdance vith 40 CFR 401.17.
Total pH overage was adbout 0.1%
for the monthe.



OHID EFA PISTRICT3 ~Mortheast.

“URMITIED DYs HNichnel A. Savage, INW .
- QUARTFR1Y INFUSTRIAL CCMPLIANCF KEPORT

IATE SUBMITTED: Eelruary. 28..1983 REPORTING PERICD: Octoler, November,_ and._December. 1982 PAGE -4 OF - 35
. EFFLUENT & EVENTS STATUS
HAJOR LIST CONFLIANCE STATUS ACTION. TAKEN OR PROPOSED CONKENTS
UAKE Cleveland Flectric_ Effluent :3/714/77 - Findings and Orders U.S. EPA and Ccmpany in 6th Cir-
Ogtcrer '§ssved ty OFPA contains conm- cuit Court on permit icsuvance.
lllurirating_=_Ashtahulg Quifall 604 ; pliance schedule and effluent
. Effluent not in compliance with limitations. Significant
NEDES_NC._ClC001323 o final table, see Fvents. schedule milestcnes are:
1) Submit plans by 12/1/76.
FACN_31k00012 Keyember 2) Attain operational level
Oytfall €09 - for sanitary wastevater by
PFFRECIIVE FEC___3/34/23. Effluent not in compliance with 7/1/77.
final teble, see Events. 2) Initiate construction by
EOD. FFF. b S 12/71/78.
Deccmber 4) Attain operational level
¥OD. EFF, Lol Outfall 604 for "C" plant facilities
Effluent not in ccmpliance vith by 7/1/80.
Yehe FFFe _______l._l_.. final tadle, see Events. £) Attain operational level
' for "A" and "b" plant
Yop, FEF. Lol “facilities ry 11/1/80,
These limits apply for 5
¥OD. EFF, Lot (five) years, or until issu-

ance of a NPDES Permit, vhich-
PYPIRES: ECC____3/33/82_ ever irf earlier.

) 8/13/80 = Entity referred to
the Ohio Mtorney Ceneral's

TYPEs  INITIAL __X__ Eyenis Office for litigation.
RENENAL _____ Octchber
. Noncompliance 2/5/81 = Suit filed in Cuyahoga

Wacstewvater treatment facilities nct Ccunty Common Pleas Court by

operational at "C" plant hy 7/1/8C and
at "A" and "B" rlants by 11/1/00C.

Ncygmber.. Decenter

Consent Judgement filed 11/8/82.
Nastevater treatment facilities tc be
operational on 1/1/83,

the httorney General for sche-
dule viclations.

11/8/82 - Consent Judgement
filed in Cuyahoga County Common
Plcas Court, Significant pro-
visions of the agreement are as
fcllovs: ,
1) VWartevater treoatment fu~
cilities to he conplete
and operational on 1/1/83,
?2) Starting 1/1/83, entity is
required tc comply with
discharge lirmitations ret
tforth in draft NPDPFS Ter-
mit contained in Consent
Judgenent,

12/7/82 - Enforcerent lctter
sent tc entity from district
Re: Octcber vinlationre,
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TURMITIED BY: MNichael R. Savage, IWW OHIO EFA

QUARTERLY NCK-COXPLIAKCE REPOR1T

REPORTING FERICDs July, Mugusi._spnd_Seciember.. J982
EFFLUERT & EVENTS STATUS

DISTRICT: _Northeast._

LATE SUBMITTEDs_November_30. 1982 PAGE & OF 36

KAJOR LIST

CCHPLIANCE STATILS

ACTION TAKEN OR PROPOSED COXNENTS

NAME Clevelapnd _Fleciric.
Jllymipating_=_Ashiabula
NPDES_KC, OHC001321_____

Efflyent

July. Jugyust

Outfall 604
Effluent not in compliance with
final table, see Events,

3/14/77 = Findings and Orders
icssued ty OEPR contains com-
pliance schedule and effluent
limitations. Significant
schedule milestones ares

1) Submit plans by 12/1/76.

U.S. EPA and Company
cuit Court on permit

ERCN_J3JE00012 September 2) Attain operational level
Qutfalls_002._6C4 for sanitary vastevater by
¢FFECTIVE ESC___3/34/27_ Effluent not in ccmpliance vith 7/1777.
final table, see Fvents. 2) Initiate construction by
“OD+ FFER. 7.4 12/1/78. !
4) Attain operational level :
¥OD. FFF. Y A ! for "C" plant facilities
by 7/1/80.
“0D. FEF, A £)- Attain operstional level
for "A" and “E" plant
“ob. FEFe _______ ol o facilities ry 11/1/80.
These limits apply for 5
YOD. FEF, 4 7 (five) years, or until issu-
ance of a NPDES Permit, which-
FXPIRFSs FE&C____3/33/82_ ever is earlier.

TYPE:- INITIAL

+  RFNEWAL __

Eyents

July. August._Septerber
Nen Compliance

Wastevater treatment facilities nct
operational at "C" plant by 7/1/8C and
a "A" and "B" plants by 11/1/80,

8/13/80 - Entity referred to
the Ohic Attorney General's
Office for litigatione.

2/5/81 - Suit filed in Cuyahoga '
Ccunty Common Pleas Court by

the Attcrney General for sche-

dule viclations.

©/8/82 - Fnforcement letter
sent tc entity from district
Res July violations,

1¢/13/8%2 - Enforcement letter
sent to entity from district
Ret: August vIolntionq.

11/0/82 - Enforcement letter
sent to entity from district
Re: September violations.

in 6th Cir-

issuance.
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CURPITIED BY: Michael R. Savage, IWW

LATE SUBMITTEDs_November_ 30, 1982

OHIO EFA
QUARTERLY NCK-COYXPLIANCE REPORI

REPORTING PERICD:s 1&114 Ansns&;-nnd.i::&znhng-Js§2
EFFLUENT & EVENTS STATUS

DISTRICTs _Northeast_
PACE &4 OF 236

KAJOR LIST

NAME Cleveland _Flectrlc. Effluent

ACTION TAKEXR OR PROPOSED

CCHMPLIANCE STATLS CONXENTS

3/14/77 - Findings and Orders U«sSe EPA and Company in 6th Cir-

Jllupinating =_Ashitnbula
NPDES_KXC. OHC001121 ___._
ERCN_31E00012

FFFECTIVE FLC___3/34/71

“ODe FFREe _______/4__[___
¥OD. FFF. .2
“ODo FEF. Lot
“Ob. FFFe _______flodeeo
YOD%, ERFs o il

FXPIRFS EEQ__--JLJJlEZ-

TYPE: INITIML __X__
* RFNEWAL

July, August
Outfall 604
Effluent not in compliance with
final table, s=ee Events,
Sertember -
Qutfalls_002._£(4
Effluent not in ccmpliance with
final table, see Fvents.

Eysrnts

July, August._Sesptember
Non Compliance

Wastevater treatment facilities nct
operational at "C"™ plant by 7/1/8C and

a "M" and “B" plants by 11/1/80.

issued ty OEPA contains com-
pliance schedule and effluent
limitations. Significant
schedule milestones ares
1) Submit plans by 12/1/76.
2) Attain operational level
for sanitary vastevater by
7/1/77.
3) Initiate construction by
12/1/78.
4) Attain operational level
I for "C" plant facilities
by 7/1/80.
£)- Attain operstional level
for "A” and “E" plant
facilities Yy 11/1/80.
These limits apply for 5
(five) years, or until issu-
ance of a NPDES Permit, which-
ever is earlier.

8/13/80 - Entity referred to
the Ohic Attorney General's
Office for litigatian.

2/5/81 = Suit filed in Cuyahoga
Ccunty Common Pleas Court by
the Attcrney General for sche-
dule viclations,

0/8/82 - Fnforcement letter
cgent tc entity from district
Res July violations,

1€/13/82 = Enforcement letter
sent to entity from district
Ret August vlolntions.

11/0/82 - Enforcement letter
csent to entity from dist:lct

~Re: September violations,

cuit Court on permit issuance.



SUBMITIED BY:

LATE SURMITTED:_August 31._1582

Kichael A. Savage, IWW

OHIO EPA ‘

QUARTER1IY NON-COMPLIANCE REPORT

EFFLUENT

REPORTING PERICDs April. ¥ay apd_June. 1982
EVYENTS STATUS

DISTRICT: _Northeast.
PAGE & OF 4o

MRJOR LIST

COXFLIANCE STATUS

ACTION TAKEN OR PROPOSED

COMMENTS

NAMF C(leveland Fleciric Effluent

April
Illyminating = _Ashtabula Qutfalls 603, 604
: Effluent not in compliance with
WPDES_NO. CH0001121 final table, cee Fvents.
FACK_31B00012 Hay, June
Outfalls 0604, _6C3

tFFECTIVE FEC___3/34/122

¥OD. EFF.
¥OD. EFF.
¥Yob. FFF.
¥0D. EFF.

YoDh. FFF.

Effluent not in compliance with
final table, see Fvents.

L. 1L
Lol
B (W
VA
L.

FYPIPES: EEC____3/13/82_

TYPF3s

JHITIAL
. RENEWAL

o

Lyents

April, May, Jupe

Non Compliance

Wastevater treatment facilities nct
operational at "C" plant by 7/1/00 and
at "A" and "B" rplants by 11/1/80.

3/14/77 = Findings and Orders
issued by OEPA contains con-
pliance schedule and effluent
limitations. Significant
schedule milestones ares
1) Submit plans by 12/1/76.
2) Attain operational level
for sanitary wvastevater by
T/1/77.
3) Initiate construction by
12/1/78.
4) Attain operational level
for “C" plant facilitlies
) Attain operational level
for "A™ and "B" plant
facilities by 11/1/80.
These limits apply for 5
(five) years, or until issu-
ance of a NPDES Permit, which-
ever is earlier.

8/13/80 - Entity referred to
the Ohio Attorney General's
Office for litigation.,

2/5/81 - Suit filed in Cuyahoga
County Common Pleas Court by
the Attorney General for sche-
dule viclations.

5/20/82 - Compliance evaluation
inspection conducted by dis~-
trict.

6/11/82 - Enforcement letter
sent to entity from district .
Re: April violations.

6/21/82 -~ Compliance evalua-

tion inspection report sent to

entity from district Reg
5/20/82 evaluation. Report
notes entity is in noncom-
pliance due to schedule viola~
tions, Rastewater treataent
{acilities are complete with
the exception of coal pile run-
off trcatment systom (Outfall

U.S. EPA and Company in 6th Cir-
cuit Court on permit issuance.
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. CUBXITIED BY: Michael A. Savage, IWW OHIO EFA " DISTRICT: _Hortheast._
: : QUARTERIY NON=COMPLIANCE REPORT
TATFE SURNITTED:_August_31. 1982 REPORTING PERIOD: April. May and_June._ 1902 PAGE 5 OF 40

EFFLUENT €& EVENTS STATUS

MAJOR LIST COMPLIANCE "STATUS . ACTION TAKENR OR PROPOSED COXMENTS
NFME Cleveland _Flectric. ) 604),
lllgg;ggggng_;_ngggguin 7/12/82 = Enforcenment leﬁter
(Ccntinued) sent to entity from district .

Res May violations.

8/13/82 = Enfo:cenent,lettof
csent to entity from district
Res June violations.
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gtémm. STRIP CHART aeconomos’{e.g. conrinuous mom'roring Imtmmentatlon

1 L ALLC
5 wIibmr!on and maintenance records, . i

[(c) LAB EQUIPMENT CALIBRATION AND MAINTENANCE RECORDS KEPT.

[(d) FACILITY OPERATING RECORDS KEPT INCLUDING OPERATING LOGS FOR EACH TREATMENT UNIT. Xves CIn/A
|(e) QUALITY ASSURANCE RECORDS KEPT. 4 B{ Yes O no LIn/a
() RECORDS MAINTAINED OF MAJOR CONTRIBUTING INDUSTRIES (and their compliance status) USING ;

~ PUBLICLY OWNED TREATMENT WORKS. i T [ ves O no JE'N/A

ISECT 10N H - Parmit Verification

{INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS VERIFY THE PERMIT. ﬂves ONo LIN/A (Further explanation attached SEXACHFPR |
. DETAILS: : :

_ |(a) CORRECT NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS OF PERMITTEE. DRyes O nNo Onza

* |(6) FACILITY IS AS DESCRIBED IN PERMIT, S ves O no Cn/a
% Lc) PRINCIPAL PRODUCT(S) AND PRODUCTION RATES CONFORM WITH THOSE SET FORTH IN PERMIT

: APPLICATION. B vEs 0 no On/a

“ " |(d) TREATMENT PROCESSES ARE AS DESCRIBED IN PERMIT APPLICATION, B¢ vES O no CIn/A

= |(e) NOTIFICATION GIVEN TO EPA/STATE OF NEW, DIFFERENT OR INCREASED DISCHARGES. B YES O nNo CIN/A

" lt) ACCURATE RECORDS OF RAW WATER VOLUME MAINTAINED. 34 ves 0 No Cn/a

“l(g) NUMBER AND LOCATION OF DISCHARGE POINTS ARE AS DESCRIBED IN PERMIT. B YES 0O No L ON/A

h) CORRECT NAME AND LOCATION OF RECEIVING WATERS. : ™ ves. ' O No Cn/a

¢ (M ALL DISCHARGES ARE PERMITTED. ' 44 ves Ol no Cln/A

-

ECTION I - Operation and Maintenance ; i : 5 2ol

[TREATMENT FACILITY PROPERLY OPE RATED AND MAINTAINED, ﬂ\YEs D NO C] N/A (Funher explanatt‘an mached_z’é
| “pETAILS: 4 ey

|(a) STANDBY FOWER OR OTHER EQUIVALENT PROVISIONS PROVIDED. -‘~'-:‘ ey : sevYes & diNod WJ/A

 |(b) ADEQUATE ALARM SYSTEM FOR POWER OR EQUIPMENT FAILURES AVAILABLE. .~ Bl YEs Ono ' Onva

o REPORTS ON ALTERNATE SOURCE OF POWERSENT TO EPA[sTA'rE AS REQUIRED BY PERMIT. _ Oves OwNo  [Rua
" kd) SLUDGES AND SOLIDS ADEQUATELY DISPOSED, | Ry ves U DN HE BEIN/A
=y, X x a 3 G

’} o) ALL THEATMENT UNITS IN SERVICE.

AINTENANCE PROBLEMS. /0 i
g) OUALIFIED QPERATING STAFF PROVIDEﬁ

; ”,NLES MAINTAINED ON SPARE PARTS INVENTOHY A.IOR EOU!PMENT SPECIF]CATIONS AND
s " PARTS AND EQUIPMENT SUPPLIERS, = 5 E

) INSTR ‘(éﬂons LES KEP FOR SrEaATIONANG) MAINTENANCE OF EACH ITEM OF MAJOR

EQUIPMENT, *

Assmosme g AB‘I‘iNsP TION
4 -’~. o) \NY H? bmtuticAanon bncAmc OVER

BT S e AR

v ol
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"‘"1" appropriate for sampling
explanation attached _
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s

waTic 3
'SAMPLE SPLIT.
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